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Response to Arguments 

Applicant's arguments with respect to claims 1-59 have been considered but are 
moot in view of the new ground(s) of rejection. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 
A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by 
another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent 
granted on an application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the 
applicant for patent, except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 
351 (a) shall have the effects for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States 
only if the international application designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) 
of such treaty in the English language. 

Claims 1-3, 5-8, 10, 28-32, 34-37, 40, 42-48, 50-51, 57, and 59 are rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) 



As per claims 1 , 28, and 42, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses a method for assuring a 
quality of service for a multimedia session including plural media data streams between 
a first user terminal associated with a first local access network and a second user 
terminal associated with a second local access network, where the first and second 
local networks are coupled to an IP network, (Col 4 lines 30-54; Figure 1) comprising: 
the first user terminal determining whether there are sufficient resources in the 
first local access network to support a quality of service requested for each of the media 
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terminal associated with a second local access network, where the first and second 
local networks are coupled to an IP network, (Col 4 lines 30-54) comprising: 

the first user terminal determining whether there are sufficient resources in the 
first local access network to support a quality of service requested for each of the media 
data streams; (Col 48 lines 40-52; Fig 6; determines there is sufficient network capacity 
for call) 

the first user terminal sending a first message to the second user terminal 
confirming that determination; (Figure 6) 

the second user terminal determining whether there are sufficient resources in 
the second local access network to support a quality of service requested for each of 
the media data streams before the multimedia session is set up; and (Col 49 line 64 - 
Col 50 line 23; reservation is obtained prior, which reads on the claim limitation before 
the multimedia session is set up; to ringing the destination terminal) 

the second user terminal sending a second message to the first user terminal 
confirming that determination, (Fig 6) 

wherein the sending of the first and second messages assures the requested 
quality of service for each media data stream in the session will be provided. (Col 13 
lines 59 -Col 14 line 5) 

As per claim 2, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the method in claim 1 , wherein the IP 
network supports the requested quality of service for each media data stream in the 
session, and wherein the first user terminal determines whether the media data streams 



Application/Control Number: 10/038,770 Page 4 

Art Unit: 2141 

As per claims 3, 32 and 48, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the method in claim 2, 
wherein a differentiated services provisioning mechanism is used to deliver the 
requested quality of service for each media data stream in the session across the IP 
network. (Col 13 line 59 - Col 14 line 5) 

As per claims 5, 34 and 50, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the method in claim 1, 
wherein if the requested quality of service for each media data stream in the session 
can not be provisioned in one of the first and second local access networks, the session 
is not set up. (Col 49 lines 38-49) 

As per claims 6, 35, and 51, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the method in claim 1, 
wherein if the requested quality of service for each media data stream in the session 
can not be provisioned in one of the first and second local access networks, a setup of 
the session is attempted with a changed quality of service condition for one or more of 
the media data streams in the session. (Col 28 lines 48-56; Col 49 lines 59-64) 

As per claim 7, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the method in claim 1, wherein the first 
user terminal determines whether there are sufficient resources in the first local access 
network to support a quality of service requested for each of the media data streams in 
a first direction from the first terminal to the second terminal and in a second direction 
from the second terminal to the first terminal, and 
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wherein the second user determines whether there are sufficient resources in the 
second local access network to support a quality of service requested for each of the 
media data streams in a first direction from the first terminal to the second terminal and 
in a second direction from the second terminal to the first terminal. (Col 9 lines 1 1-26, 
Col 28 lines 40-46) 

As per claim 8, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the method in claim 1, further 
comprising: the second user terminal informing the first user terminal that the second 
user terminal lacks capabilities to send the second message for one or more of the 
media streams, and (Col 28 lines 49-56) 

the first user terminal informing the second user terminal that the first user 
terminal will proceed with setting up the multimedia session without the second terminal 
sending the second message. (Col 50 lines 49-55) 

As per claims 10 and 40, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the method in claim 1, wherein 
the first and second local access networks are mobile radio access networks and the 
first and second user terminals are mobile terminals, and (Col 1 lines 31-46, Col 9 lines 
48-54) 

wherein the first and second mobile terminals determine whether there are 
sufficient resources in the first and second mobile radio access networks, respectively, 
to support a quality of service requested for each of the media data streams using a 
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mobile radio access network quality of service reservation procedure at a radio access 
bearer level for each of the media data streams. (Col 9 lines 1 1-26, Col 28 lines 40-46) 

As per claim 29, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the first mobile radio terminal in claim 

28, wherein the electronic circuitry is configured to detect a confirmation message from 
the second user terminal before the multimedia session is set up indicating that there 
are sufficient resources in the second local access network. (Col 13 lines 41-50) 

As per claim 30, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the first mobile radio terminal in claim 

29, wherein the confirmation message detected from the second user terminal indicates 
that the media data streams are allowed to use the IP network via the second local 
mobile access network to support a quality of service requested for each of the media 
data streams. (Col 4 lines 47-64, Col 19 lines 10-37,Col 49 line 64 - Col 50 line 10; 
Figure 6) 

As per claim 31, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the first mobile radio terminal in claim 
28, wherein the confirmation message from the first user terminal indicates that the 
media data streams are allowed to use the IP network via the first local mobile access 
network to support a quality of service requested for each of the media data streams. 
(Col 4 lines 47-64, Col 19 lines 10-37,Col 49 line 64 - Col 50 line 10; Figure 6) 



Application/Control Number: 10/038,770 Page 7 

Art Unit: 2141 

As per claim 36, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the first mobile radio terminal in claim 
28, wherein the electronic circuitry is configured to assure there are sufficient resources 
in the first local access network to support a quality of service requested for each of the 
media data streams in a first direction from the first terminal to the second terminal and 
in a second direction from the second terminal to the first terminal. (Col 9 lines 10-26; 
The quality of service can be specified by a calling party, a called party or the service 
provider of the communications network, or any combination thereof; Col 48 lines 40-52; 
Fig 6; determines there is sufficient network capacity for call) 

As per claim 37, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the first mobile radio terminal in claim 
28, wherein the electronic circuitry is configured to detect a message from the second 
mobile terminal indicating that there are insufficient resources in the second local 
access network to support a quality of service requested for each of the media data 
streams. (Col 23 lines 18-25) 

As per claim 43, please see discussion under claim 11 as it relates to similar 
subject matter. 

As per claim 44, please see discussion under claim 13 as it relates to similar 
subject matter. 
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As per claim 45, please see discussion under claim 14 as it relates to similar 
subject matter. 

As per claim 46, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the communications system in claim 42, 
wherein the second mobile terminal is configured to inform the first mobile terminal 
whether there are sufficient resources in the second local access network to support a 
quality of service requested for each of the media data streams, and wherein if there are 
insufficient resources, the first mobile terminal is configured to inform the second mobile 
terminal that set up of the multimedia session will proceed without the second mobile 
terminal sending the second QoS confirmation message. (Col 28 lines 40-46, Col 49 
line 64 - Col 50 line 23; Figure 6) 

As per claim 47, please see discussion under claim 17 as it relates to similar 
subject matter. 

As per claims 57 and 59, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the communications system in 
claim 42, wherein the first mobile terminal is configured to send the first QOS 
confirmation message before the multimedia is set up, and the second mobile terminal 
is configured to send the second QOS confirmation message before the multimedia 
session is set up. (Col 9 lines 10-26, Col 49 line 64 - Col 50 line 23; reservation is 
obtained prior, which reads on the claim limitation before the multimedia session is set 
up; to ringing the destination terminal) 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the bas is for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 1 02 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior 
art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to 
a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 4, 33 and 49 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) in view of Dharanikota (US 6,914,883) 

As per claims 4, 33, and 49, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the method of claim 1. 
Kalmanek, Jr. fails to disclose wherein if the requested quality of service for each media 
data stream in the session can not be provisioned in one of the first and second local 
access networks, the session is not set up. Dharantikota discloses wherein requested 
quality of service for each media data stream in the session is assured without using a 
resource-reservation protocol (RSVP). (Col 4 lines 45-60) At the time the invention 
was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art disclose 
session without using a resource-reservation protocol (RSVP) in the disclosure of 
Kalmanek, Jr. The motivation for doing do would have been to minimize the amount of 
signaling required on the IP QOS architecture. (Col 2 lines 1-13) 
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Claims 9 and 56 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) in view of Stacey (US 6,765,921) 

As per claims 9, and 56, Kalmanek, Jr. discloses the method in claim 1 . 
Kalmanek, Jr. fails to disclose session initiation protocol (SIP) signaling. Stacey 
discloses first and second message are communicated using session initiation protocol 
(SIP) signaling. (Col 5 line 39- Col 6 line 57) At the time the invention was made, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to disclose session 
initiation protocol (SIP) signaling in the disclosure of Kalmanek, Jr. The motivation for 
doing do would have been to be able to tunnel content control information. (Col 5 line 
39 - Col 6 line 57) 

Claims 11-18, 20-22, 41, and 58 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) in view of Chaskar (2002/0122432). 

As per claims 1 1 and 41 , Kalmanek discloses wherein the first and second mobile 
terminals determine whether there are sufficient resources to support a quality of 
service requested for each of the media data streams. (Col 9 lines 1 1-26, Col 28 lines 
40-46) Kalmanek fails to disclose GPRS / UMTS network and PDP context. Chaskar 
discloses GPRS / UTMS network and PDP context. ([0025]) At the time the invention 
was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to disclose 
GPRS / UMTS and PDP context in the disclosure of Kalmanek, JR. The motivation for 
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doing do would have been to establish contexts for different communication bearers. 
([0025]) 

As per claim 12, Kalmanek Jr. discloses a method for end-to-end resource 
coordination for a multimedia session including plural media data streams between a 
first mobile terminal associated with a first local access network and a second mobile 
terminal associated with a second local access network, where the first and second 
local networks are coupled to an IP network, comprising: 

the first mobile terminal determine if sufficient resources can be provisioned in the 
first local access network to support a quality of service (QoS) requested for each of the 
media data streams in the session, and if so, sending a first QoS confirmation message 
to the second mobile terminal, and (Col 9 lines 1 1-26, Col 28 lines 40-46) 

the second mobile terminal using a PDP determines if sufficient resources can be 
provisioned in the second local access network to support a quality of service (QoS) 
requested for each of the media data streams in the session, and if so, sending a 
second QoS confirmation message to the first mobile terminal. (Col 49 line 64 - Col 50 
line 23) 

Kalmanek Jr. fails to discloses using a PDP context activation procedure. At 
the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to disclose PDP context in the disclosure of Kalmanek, JR. Chaskar 
discloses using a PDP context activation procedure. ([0025])The motivation for doing 
do would have been to establish contexts for different communication bearers. ([0025]) 
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As per claims 13, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar discloses the method in claim 12. 
Kalmanek, Jr. discloses wherein the first and second QoS confirmation messages 
confirm end-to-end provision of the requested quality of service for each media data 
stream in the session. (Col 5 lines 54-67, Col 9 lines 27-37) 

As per claims 14, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar discloses the method in claim 12, and 
Chaskar discloses wherein the first and second mobile terminals provision sufficient 
resources to support a quality of service requested for each direction of each of the 
media streams. (Col 9 lines 10-37) 

As per claim 15, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar disclose the method in claim 12, and 
Kalmanek, Jr. disclose further comprising: the second user terminal informing the first 
user terminal that the second user terminal lacks capabilities to send the second 
message for one or more of the media streams, and (Col 28 lines 49-56) 

the first user terminal informing the second user terminal that the first user 
terminal will proceed with setting up the multimedia session without the second terminal 
sending the second message. (Col 50 lines 49-55) 

As per claim 16, Kalmanek Jr. /Chaskar disclose the method in claim 12. 
Kalmanek Jr. fails to disclose wherein the first and second local access networks are 
GPRS or UMTS networks. Chaskar discloses wherein the first and second local access 
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networks are GPRS or UMTS networks. ([0025]) At the time the invention was made, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to disclose GPRS / 
UMTS in the disclosure of Kalmanek, JR. The motivation for doing do would have been 
to make efficient use of GSM radio resources for bursty packet data transfer. ([0002]) 

As per claim 17, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar disclose the method in claim 12, and 
Kalmanek, Jr. discloses wherein the IP network supports the requested quality of 
service for each media data stream in the session. (Col 4 lines 48-54, Col 28 lines 41- 
47) 

As per claim 18, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar discloses the method in claim 17, and 
Kalmanek, Jr. disclose wherein a differentiated services provisioning mechanism is 
used to deliver the requested quality of service for each media data stream in the 
session across the IP network. (Col 5 lines 7-26, Col 9 lines 10-37) 

As per claim 20, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar disclose the method in claim 12, and 
Kalmanek, Jr. discloses wherein if the requested quality of service for each media data 
stream in the session can not be provisioned in one of the first and second local access 
networks, the session is not set up. (Col 49 lines 38-49) 



As per claim 21 , Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar disclose the method in claim 12, and 
Kalmanek, Jr. discloses wherein if the requested quality of service for each media data 
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stream in the session can not be provisioned in one of the first and second local access 
networks, setup of the session is attempted with a changed condition. (Col 28 lines 48- 
56; Col 49 lines 59-64) 

As per claim 22, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar disclose the method in claim 21, and 
Kalmanek, Jr. discloses wherein the changed condition may be applied to one or more 
media streams in the second local access network. (Col 9 lines 10-26, Col 49 lines 59- 
64, Figure 6) 

As per claim 58, please see discussion under claim 57 as it relates to the similar 
subject matter. 

Claim 19 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) / Chaskar (2002/0122432) in view of Dharanikota (US 
6,914,883) 

As per claim 19, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar disclose the method in claim 12, and 
Kalmanek, Jr. fails to disclose media data in the session is assured without using a 
resource-reservation protocol (RSVP). Dharantikota discloses wherein requested 
quality of service for each media data stream in the session is assured without using a 
resource-reservation protocol (RSVP). (Col 4 lines 45-60) At the time the invention 
was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art disclose 
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session without using a resource-reservation protocol (RSVP) in the disclosure of 
Kalmanek, Jr. The motivation for doing do would have been to minimize the amount of 
signaling required on the IP QOS architecture. (Col 2 lines 1-13) 

Claims 23 and 25-27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) / Chaskar (US 2002/0122432) in view of Purnadi et 
al. - hereinafter Purnadi (US 6,556,824). 

As per claims 23, Kalmanek, Jr. / Chaskar disclose the method in claim 21, and 
Kalmanek, Jr. fails to disclose wherein the changed condition is a reduced quality of 
service. Purnadi discloses wherein the changed condition is a reduced quality of 
service for one or more of the media data streams. (Col 9 line 46 - Col 10 line 24) 
At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary 
skill in the art to disclose wherein the changed condition is a reduced quality of service 
in the disclosure of Kalmanek, Jr. The motivation for doing do would have been to allow 
for continued communication pursuant to at least a first communication service at the 
desired QoS level is unavailable. 

As per claims 25-27, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar disclose the method in claim 12. 
Kalmanek, Jr. fails to disclose first and second mobile terminal complete the multimedia 
session setup and not determine if sufficient resources can be provisioned without using 
QoS confirmation messages if requested quality of service cannot be provisioned. 
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Purnadi discloses wherein if the requested quality of service for each media data stream 
in the session can not be provisioned in one of the first and second local access 
networks, the first mobile terminal informs the second mobile terminal that the second 
mobile terminal need not determine if sufficient resources can be provisioned in the 
second local access network, and the first and second mobile terminal complete the 
multimedia session setup without using QoS confirmation messages for the one or more 
media streams. (Col 9 line 46 - Col 10 line 24; The reduction is to at least a first 
selected degraded QoS level when continued communication pursuant to at least a first 
communication service at the desired QoS level is unavailable; Alternately, a default 
QoS level indicated in the SDP profile can instead be stored; system can use default 
QOS - which is not the QOS that the terminals have requested) 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to a person of 
ordinary skill in the art to disclose first and second mobile terminal complete the 
multimedia session setup and not determine if sufficient resources can be provisioned 
without using QoS confirmation messages if requested quality of service cannot be 
provisioned in the disclosure of Kalmanek, Jr. The motivation for doing do would have 
been to prevent abrupt termination of a communication session. (Col 10 lines 15-22) 

Claim 24 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) / Chaskar (2002/0122432) in view of Stacey et al. - 
hereinafter Stacey (US 6,765,921) 
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As per claim 24, Kalmanek Jr. / Chaskar disclose the method in claim 21 , and 
Kalmanek, Jr. fails to disclose session initiation protocol (SIP) signaling. Stacey 
discloses first and second message are communicated using session initiation protocol 
(SIP) signaling. (Col 5 line 39- Col 6 line 57) At the time the invention was made, it 
would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art to disclose session 
initiation protocol (SIP) signaling in the disclosure of Kalmanek, Jr. The motivation for 
doing do would have been to be able to tunnel content control information. (Col 5 line 
39 -Col 6 line 57) 

Claim 38 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) in view of Purnadi (US 6,556,824) 

As per claim 38, please see discussion under claim 25 as it relates to similar 
subject matter. 

Claim 39 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) in view of Stacey et al. - hereinafter Stacey (US 
6,765,921) 

As per claim 39, please see discussion under claim 25 as it relates to similar 
subject matter. 
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Claims 52-55 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Kalmanek, Jr. (US 6,483,912) in view of Purnadi et al. - hereinafter Purnadi (US 
6,556,824). 

As per claim 52, please see discussion under claim 23 as it relates to similar 
subject matter. 

As per claim 53-55, please see discussion under claims 25-27 as it relates to 
similar subject matter. 

Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in 
this Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP 
§ 706.07(a). Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 
CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the date of this final action. 
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Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Chirag R. Patel whose telephone number is (571)272- 
7966. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday to Friday from 7:30AM to 
4:00PM. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Rupal Dharia, can be reached on (571) 272-3880. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from 
the Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information 
for published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public 
PAIR. Status information for unpublished applications is available through 
Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR system, see 
http://pairdirect.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private 
PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 
(toll free). 



